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THE HOME OF THE SEMITES 

John P. Peters 
New York Citt 

According to the prevalent view the home of the Semites 
is Arabia, which has been like a seething caldron, boiling over at 
intervals and emitting its surplus population in successive erup- 
tions, poured out as the lid was forced up. This theory, which 
has been worked out with beautiful symmetry, is represented in 
almost all the histories of Hither Asia of the last quarter or even 
half century, and I have myself presented it as established fact 
in my writings. Indeed it seemed to me that additional inci- 
dental evidence for this theory was found in the fact that as the 
successive waves of invasion poured northward the invaders dis- 
played a linguistic connection with those ahead as well as with 
those behind. So inscriptions found in northern Syria seemed 
to show that the Aramaeans in the forefront of the great Ara- 
maean wave of invasion adopted in part the language of the 
preceding Semitic emigrants, while the Hebrews, Moabites, and 
kindred peoples, Aramaean 1 in race, spoke a language practically 
identical with that of the Canaanites. Similarly, while the 
Nabataeans were Arabs, their language was a variant of the Ara- 
maean of the preceding wave of emigration. 

The first Semitic eruption from Arabia, according to the pre- 
valent view, took place in the fourth millennium B. C, resulting 
in the establishment of the Babylonian-Semites on the east, and 
of the Semitic peoples in northern Syria on the west ; the wave 
of emigration from Arabia, divided by the desert, pouring up on 
both east and west. Somewhere toward the middle of the third 
millennium B. C. came another wave of invasion, which occupied 
Canaan, and strengthened and modified the Semitic element 
in Babylonia. A thousand years later came the Aramaeans, 
occupying Palestine, east and west of the Jordan, in the four 
nationalities of Hebrews, Ammonites, Moabites, and Edomites, 



1 Of course, if they came from the north, as I now believe, this argument 
reversed would be equally as effective. 
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pushing northward over Syria, homing in Mesopotamia, and 
drifting into Babylonia ; becoming ultimately, so far as language 
and culture were concerned, the dominant element from the Per- 
sian mountains to the Mediterranean, extending northward to 
the Taurus mountains, and even pressing into Asia Minor at 
points. 

About a thousand years after came a new invasion, beginning 
with the Nabataeans, who were followed by the Lakhmids on the 
east and the Ghassanids on the west, this Arabian movement cul- 
minating over a thousand years later, in the 7th Christian 
century, in the great Mohammedan eruption of Arabs, which 
conquered and ruled Asia, south of the Taurus mountains, to 
and into India, all Egypt and northern Africa, with the Iberian 
peninsula in Europe, and occupied linguistically Hither Asia 
south of the Taurus, with points projecting here and there into 
Asia Minor itself. Since that date there has been no great erup- 
tion from Arabia, but there have been migrations northward of 
Arabic tribes, resulting not in permanent settlement, but in the 
occupation of parts of Mesopotamia, Syria and Babylonia by 
nomadic populations. 

It has been argued as a general proposition that it is the 
nomadic peoples who migrate and overrun civilized lands ; and 
Central Asia and Arabia have been regarded as the typical 
nomadic regions from which from time immemorial peoples have 
migrated in every direction. In connection with this theory it 
has been supposed that the nomadic populations of Central Asia 
and Arabia have been pushed out from the territories occupied 
by them because of overcrowding, that the homeland provided 
too scant support for the increasing number of men and flocks 
and herds. There has been a tendency to assume also that all 
folk migrations are simply economic in cause and character. 
Now overcrowding takes place as readily, perhaps more readily, 
in settled regions than in nomadic. Undoubtedly nomadic 
peoples have a natural tendency to migrate, but when we come 
to consider the great folk movements of which we have knowledge 
it is plain that the peoples who have taken part in many of them 
are in no sense nomadic. Also migrations as we know them are 
by no means always due to economic causes. So, the lust of 
conquest, while it has, it is true, an economic side, we should 
scarcely count as an economic cause. That is to say, peoples who, 
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actuated by the lust of conquest, overrun and conquer neighbor- 
ing countries, do not necessarily do so because their own homes 
have proved too narrow. They desire to seize what some one 
else possesses, but they are not compelled to leave their own homes 
because of any need of space or sustenance. "We have a record 
of almost perpetual movements in Asia Minor, in and out, and 
those whose causes we can trace are due in many cases to the lust 
of conquest. Very few are nomadic in any sense, that is inva- 
sions of nomadic people. The people whom we know as invaders 
of Asia Minor from the earliest times were generally in a state 
of civilization far above the nomadic. The same is true of 
European invasions and folk movements. There the pressure 
has been in the latter ages generally from the east towards the 
west, but there seems to be evidence that at an earlier period 
there were great movements from the west eastward. As late 
as the third century B. C, we find Gauls migrating eastward 
and descending into Asia Minor, and during and since the Middle 
Ages Germans have been pushing eastward into Slavic lands. 
Many migrations and folk movements have been due to the lust 
of conquest ; some originate in the spirit of adventure or enter- 
prise. Religion too has played its part in migration. This is 
strikingly true of the great Mohammedan invasions. It is true 
of the movements of the European peoples into Eastern Europe 
and Asia in the Crusaders' time. It is true to some extent of the 
movements of European peoples westward to America and south- 
ward into Africa. A desire to escape oppressive conditions, 
love of freedom, the spirit of nationality, — all these causes have 
played a part from the most remote time in folk movements. 
Change of environment produced by natural causes is another 
motive of migration. Desiccation of a land, or other physical 
phenomena producing change of climate, may so affect living 
conditions as to induce the inhabitants to emigrate. It seems 
probable that such causes were effective in promoting not a few 
prehistoric and later migrations out of and into Central Asia and 
Arabia, but we have no historic evidence of this. If a people in a 
nomadic condition of civilization migrates the migration tends 
to be in general small, as in the case of nomadic tribes of Indians 
in this country, or of Turcoman tribes such as we still find 
migrating in parts of Asia Minor, northern Syria, and Central 
Asia, or like those migrations of Arabian tribes which are con- 
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tinually taking place. We do know, it is true, of not a few great 
invasions of nomadic peoples, but as a rule such invasions do not 
result in permanent settlements, or the establishment of stable 
kingdoms. On the other hand, when peoples in a somewhat 
higher state of civilization, owners of cattle, used to the cultiva- 
tion of the ground, to life in villages and towns, to some sort of 
community organization, overrun a richer people of a higher 
civilization, they more readily establish on the basis of that civili- 
zation new states, a new culture, and a new civilization. 

Our actual knowledge of migrations out of Arabia shows us, 
it is true, the establishment by some of the emigrants of fairly 
stable kingdoms, as in the case of the Nabataeans, the Ghassanids, 
and the Lakhmids, and later in the case of the great Moham- 
medan movement. But to what extent were these movements 
nomadic ? Arabia was in part certainly inhabited by peoples liv- 
ing under settled conditions, and the leaders in the Mohammedan 
movement were men used to a settled and fairly civilized life. 
The later movements of Bedouin tribes from Arabia have resulted 
in no stable settlements ; they have simply overrun half-occupied 
territories and continue to roam there as Bedouin. So much for 
the general theory of the nomadic origin of folk movements. 

Let us now examine what evidence we actually possess with 
regard to the movements of Semitic peoples from the earliest 
times onward. So far as Semitic migrations are concerned the 
facts which have gradually accumulated seem to militate against 
the theory of Semitic migrations from Arabia before the Naba- 
taean movement. According to the Biblical records and tradi- 
tions the Aramaeans, who were the ancestors of the Hebrew 
peoples, came from the north. So Israelite tradition claimed 
Mesopotamia, the country beyond the Euphrates northward, as 
the ancestral home of Israel. It is true that according to Hebrew 
legend the Israelites migrated into Palestine from Egypt, but 
those same legends consistently aver that their ancestors and 
those of the nations to which they acknowledged the closest kin- 
ship, Ammon, Moab and Edom, originally came from the north, 
namely from Mesopotamia, passing thru Palestine into Egypt, 
and that their home was not the desert of Arabia, the country 
southward and southeastward of Palestine, but a country far 
away in the opposite direction. They do, it is true, acknowledge 
kinship with the Midianites, various nomadic or semi-nomadic 
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tribes southward and eastward of Palestine, extending into and 
beyond the Sinaitic peninsula. Their traditions narrate that for 
a period, a long generation their tradition makes it, they also 
themselves inhabited those regions and were nomadic, and that 
they were in intimate relation, sometimes friendly, sometimes 
hostile, with these various tribes whom they counted descendants 
like themselves of the Mesopotamian ancestor. After they 
became a settled people dwelling in Palestine these nomadic kins- 
men eastward and southward of Edom, Moab, and Ammon on 
the borders of the desert became foes, and we have records of 
contests with them owing to their forays; but they appear as 
marauders overrunning and devastating the country when it is 
weak and disunited, like hordes of locusts, rather than as con- 
querors taking possession of it for permanent occupation. 

The Hebrews, altho speaking a Canaanite language, claim to 
be alien to the Canaanites, and it is interesting to observe that 
they not only do not recognize common race ancestry with the 
latter, but that they even connect the Canaanites in race ancestry 
with Egypt, as over against their own Semitic forbears. As 
already stated, their traditions carried the record of their Ara- 
maean ancestry back to Mesopotamia; but the origin of the 
Aramaeans themselves they referred to a still more remote region. 
So the prophet Amos, writing in the middle of the 8th century 
B. C, speaks of the Aramaean homeland as Kir, which is clearly 
far away to the northeast, as shown by references in other writ- 
ings. It used to be the fashion to doubt such historical geo- 
graphical references, but our experience in latter years has taught 
us more respect for the traditions therein represented, and it has 
been shown that Amos certainly possessed a very fair fund of 
information as to historical and geographical facts, as for 
instance in his statement that the Philistines came from Kaphtor. 
Moreover Amos ' statement seems to find corroboration from other 
sources. 

The Hebrew flood story describes the ark as landing on the 
mountains of the far north or east, perhaps in the Armenian 
territory northward of Assyria, or eastward in the Zagros moun- 
tains, where the Babylonian ark mountain Nisir was located. 
From this region Noah 's sons, of whom Shem, the ancestor of the 
Hebrews, was one, went forth to people the earth. To the north- 
eastward, far away in the mountains, then, was the home of the 
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Semites. And confirming this was the Hebrew story of Eden. 
In the mountains of the north, where were the mysterious sources 
of the Tigris and Euphrates, was the original habitat of man. 
From the annals of Ashur-nazir-pal, a century and more before 
the time of Amos, we learn that the Aramaeans did at that date 
occupy the territory to the north and east of Assyria, including 
Nisir, the mountain of the Babylonian ark. A half a century 
after Amos, Isaiah mentions the men of Kir as constituting part 
of the Assyrian army of invasion, naming them with the men of 
Elam, apparently as coming from the most distant regions of the 
mountains eastward of the Assyrian empire. In Ashur-bani- 
pal 's inscriptions, half a century later still, Aramaeans are along 
the edge of the Zagros mountains, eastward of Babylonia, and 
pushing into that country. Apparently during this period of 
two centuries and over they are being pushed down along the 
eastern mountains from a point northward and eastward of 
Assyria to a point much further south. 

Somewhere in the 6th century B. C. we meet the first begin- 
ning, according to the Biblical record, of pressure from the south 
northward. On the return of the Israelites from captivity and 
the re-establishment of a Judaean state after the captivity, the 
Edomites are found occupying the southern portion of what was 
formerly Judaea, with the important towns of Hebron and 
Marissa, the Nabataeans from northern Arabia having pushed 
them out of their old territory southward and southeastward of 
Judah. Gradually the Nabataeans moved northward, until in 
the first Christian century the Nabataean kingdom extended 
from somewhere north of Damascus southward well into Arabia, 
and from a little east of the Jordan to the Euphrates. 

So much we find in the Bible with regard to the movements of 
Semitic peoples into or about Palestine. Prom other sources we 
learn of an Arabian invasion immediately following the Naba- 
taean, resulting in the establishment of the Ghassanid kingdom 
in the Hauran, west of the Syrian desert, and of the kingdom of 
the Lakhmids, with Hira as its capital, eastward of the desert, 
on the borders of Babylonia. Here we have, in point of fact, 
commencing about the 6th century B. C, a succession of inva- 
sions or race movements out of Arabia, dividing at the Syrian 
desert, advancing northward to east and west of that, and culmi- 
nating in the great Mohammedan eruption of the 7th century 
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A. D. ; since which time there have been lesser tribal migrations 
of Bedouin Arabs, like the Anazeh, Shammar, Montefich and 
others, but at no time any considerable invasion resulting in real 
conquest or settled occupation of any of the regions northward 
of Arabia. 

After the middle or close of the 8th century B. C. the pressure 
of actual physical Aramaean invasion from the north, which 
partly synchronized with, partly followed, a similar Hittite 
movement, appears to abate, so far as Palestine is concerned, the 
cause of its abatement being the final conquest of the entire west- 
land by Assyria. Down to this time, the time of the Assyrian 
conquest at the close of the 8th century, the Hebrew records rep- 
resent the Aramaeans as exerting a continual pressure from the 
north. Later than this we have no evidence from the Bible of 
the movement southward of conquering Aramaean peoples, but 
long after the actual physical pressure of conquering invasion 
ceases the Aramaic language and culture continue to press 
southward, aramaizing Palestine with all the surrounding 
regions, until in the beginning of the 7th century of our era the 
whole country north of the Hejaz and the Persian Gulf speaks 
some form of Aramaic. 

Prom Babylonian sources the earliest records, beginning about 
the commencement of the third millennium B. C, show us the 
southern part of Babylonia occupied by Sumerians. These are 
closely connected, apparently, with populations to the southeast 
on the Elamite plain in modern Persia, who used the same script, 
shared the same civilization, and struggled with the Sumerian 
Babylonians for a millennium or more for the hegemony. There 
is evidently a close relation between the southern Babylonian 
and the Elamite countries and civilizations, and one gets the 
impression of a pressure outward from Elam rather than inward 
from Babylonia. Quite early we find Semites settled in northern 
Babylonia, and pressing southward. These Semites seem to be 
in touch with Semitic populations northwestward up the 
Euphrates in Mesopotamia and in Syria. Thruout the 3d mil- 
lennium the strength of the Semitic element increases, and by its 
close we find Babylonia dominated by Semites, a strong Semitic 
state, Assyria, northward on the Tigris, and a Semitic Babylo- 
nian culture and civilization extending over all Hither Asia south 
of the Taurus, and beyond the Taurus into Cappadocia in Asia 
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Minor. It seems clear that the Semites thru all this period are 
a northern people who are pressing southward as conquerors and 
invaders, and at the same time are absorbing and modifying the 
civilization of the Sumerians on the south. The second millen- 
nium reveals a continued pressure of invasions from the north, 
a considerable portion of which, however, are non-Semitic, origi- 
nating in Asia Minor, such as the Hittite and Mitannian move- 
ments, and perhaps the Cassite invasion. Thruout this period 
the Semitic state of Assyria was increasing and consolidating its 
power, apparently enabled to do so by its geographical and 
strategical position in relation to the Semitic populations. Con- 
quered at times, with considerable ups and downs, it nevertheless 
not only held its own in the folk movements of that period, but 
also extended its power southward, so that at the close of the 
millennium it dominated and controlled all Babylonia. During 
the latter part of this millennium and the first centuries of the 
first millennium both Assyrian and Babylonian inscriptions show 
us the Aramaeans occupying parts of Syria and all of Mesopo- 
tamia on the west and pressing southeastward on Babylonia, 
and also Aramaeans occupying the mountainous regions to the 
northwest, north and east of Assyria, and pressing into Baby- 
lonia from some point or points eastward of the Tigris and north- 
east and east of Babylonia. Indeed from the inscriptions it 
would seem as tho the pressure of invading Aramaeans was' 
strongest from this direction. 

The annals of Ashur-nazir-pal, in the first half of the 9th cen- 
tury, give us the fullest information with regard to these Ara- 
maean states. Assyria itself in his day was a wedge pushed 
northward into Aramaean territory. Aramaean states are men- 
tioned in his annals beyond Diarbekir to the northwest (i. e. 
directly northward of Mesopotamia), in Asia Minor. Immedi- 
ately to the north of Assyria were the Nairi, Aramaean peoples, 
who became a bone of contention between Armenians and Assy- 
rians. , To the east and southeast also, stretching well into the 
mountains, were Aramaean states, some of which proved stout 
opponents of the Assyrian armies. In these Aramaean countries 
was included, according to Ashur-nazir-pal's records, Mt. Nisir, 
on which, according to Babylonian story, the ark rested ; which 
may, as pointed out, be regarded as a confirmation of the Biblical 
record of the home of the Aramaeans. Clearly pressure of 
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invasion from the north, which resulted later in the establishment 
of the powerful kingdom of Urardhu, extending from Lake Uru- 
mia on the east to Cappadocia on the west, was pushing Ara- 
maeans southward from Cappadocia to the Persian mountains, 
and it was to stem this movement that some at least of Ashur- 
nazir-pal's campaigns were directed. Assyria itself was able to 
resist the pressure, but in doing so it pushed the invading hordes 
to east and west, until it was itself finally surrounded by Ara- 
maean peoples. 2 

In Armenia itself during the ninth and following centuries the 
records reveal various movements of populations. There was 
established the strong native kingdom of Urardhu, already 
referred to, the inscriptions from which are first in the Assyrian 
language, later in Alarodian, neither Semitic nor Indo-European, 
with which Assyria struggles for centuries, finally conquering 
it, and thus preparing the way, apparently, for the invasion and 
conquest of the country by the Indo-European Armenians, just 
as the devastation and conquest of Elam by Ashur-bani-pal pre- 
pared the way for the conquest of that country by the Persians, 
this permanent movement of Indo-European peoples from the 
east westward being preceded and prepared for by the great 
invasion of nomadic Scythian hordes toward the close of the 7th 
century B. C. 

In Ashur-bani-pal 's time, two centuries and more after Ashur- 
nazir-pal, the Aramaeans, moving downward along the edge of 
the Persian mountains, had pushed well southward into Baby- 
lonia, and their language had become a lingua franca from the 
Mediterranean to the Persian mountains. It is from the records 
of Ashur-bani-pal's campaigns that we first get a suggestion of 
the commencement of pressure northward from Arabia, in that 
he conducts campaigns against Arabian kings or chiefs. Cer- 
tainly his treatment of the country from the Mediterranean to 
the Persian mountains, and into Elam, by creating a void, 
tended to invite invasion from that direction; but it was not 



2 Olmstead in this Journal, vol. 38, discussing the geography of these 
campaigns, says that the existence of these states points 'to Aramaic infil- 
tration far within the mountains.' He is obsessed with the old theory of 
Semitic waves northward from Arabia; his own evidence shows clearly an 
opposite movement from Asia Minor downward. 
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until a century later, after the Persian conquest, that we have 
the first evidence of a movement northward in force out of 
Arabia, both on the east and the west, the Nabataean movement. 
Such historical evidence as we possess, from Palestine on the 
west and Babylonia in the east, would indicate for all the Semitic 
invasions prior to this a northern, not a southern origin. 

Turning to the linguistic evidence, we find a sharp distinction 
between the north Semitic and the south Semitic language 
groups, Babylonian-Assyrian, Aramaean-Syrian and Canaahite- 
Hebrew constituting one group, much more closely related to 
one another than to the south Semitic languages, that is the north 
and south Arabian tongues with Ethiopic. These latter consti- 
tute a group not so closely allied to one another perhaps as are 
the languages of the north Semitic group, but nevertheless much 
more closely allied to one another than to any of the languages 
of that group. There is a sharp distinction between the two 
groups, north Semitic and south Semitic, evidence of a long 
period during which the south Semitic languages and the north 
Semitic languages developed independently. Clearly the north- 
ern and the southern Semites must have been separated one 
from another as groups, not as individual peoples, at an early 
period. The prevalent Arabic theory of the home of the Semites, 
the theory that all these nations, Babylonians, Canaanites, Ara- 
maeans, and Arabs migrated out of Arabia northward in succes- 
sive waves, gives no room for such separation of the south 
Semitic and north Semitic groups as the linguistic facts demand. 
What those facts seem to suggest is that at some early period 
either a body of Semites wandering southward from the north 
into Arabia were then cut off for a very long period from the 
Semites of the north by physical and other obstacles which pre- 
vented any practical communication ; or that at some very early 
period a body of Semites wandering out of Arabia northward 
were then cut off from their southern kinsfolk for a long period. 
However it took place, the evidence of language seems to show 
that there was such a separation at a very early date extending 
over a prolonged period, during which took place the differentia- 
tion into different peoples of the northern group — Babylo- 
nian-Assyrian, Syrian-Aramaean, Canaanite-Hebrew — and the 
similar differentiation of the south Semitic group into its various 
peoples and languages. 
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Such knowledge of the early history of the Semites as we now 
possess seems to show that there was in fact such a division 
between north and south. Until about 2500 B. C. we find the 
Sumerians in possession of southern Babylonia, and Palestine 
occupied by a non-Semitic people, partly, if not altogether, 
troglodytic and at a relatively low level of civilization. At that 
time the records show that Semites inhabited northern Babylonia 
and stretched northwestward up the Euphrates into Syria. The 
indications are that Aleppo was a center of the civilized region 
occupied by Semites, and perhaps that civilization extended 
southward as far as Damascus. We are not able to say certainly 
that Semites inhabited Assyria at that time, or the regions north- 
ward of it. The Assyrian kingdom had not yet come into exist- 
ence. Neither are we able to say from the records that Semites 
extended northward beyond the Taurus into Asia Minor. Before 
2500 B. C. there is evidence of a barrier between the Semites of 
the south, who from Egyptian sources we have every reason to 
believe occupied Arabia, and the Semites of the north. In the 
center, northward of Arabia, lay a desert region. On both sides 
of that desert region, in southern Babylonia and southern Pales- 
tine, were territories occupied by non-Semitic peoples, the highly 
civilized and developed Sumerians in southern Babylonia, a non- 
Semitic and uncivilized or semi-civilized people in Palestine; 
while the Egyptians occupied or controlled the Sinaitic peninsula. 

About 2500 B. C. according to the evidence of archaeology and 
inscriptions alike, the Semites took possession of Palestine. 
Apparently they came down from the north. Dr. Clay has empha- 
sized very strongly the importance of the Semitic civilization of 
the west at this time and even earlier, that the Semitic power 
of the west was not secondary to and derived from that of Baby- 
lonia, but rather the reverse, that Semites from Amurru were 
moving downward into Babylonia from the west and northwest 
along the Euphrates valley from a very early period. After 
2500 B. C. their power in Babylonia was greatly enhanced and 
by the middle of the latter half of the third millennium we find 
the region from the Mediterranean to the Persian Gulf practi- 
cally unified in civilization, and the Babylonian script and cul- 
ture reaching well into Central Asia Minor, as evidenced by the 
number of Babylonian tablets found in Cappadocia, which show 
a local development of civilization identical with that of Baby- 
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Ionia. Whether there was there a Semitic population we cannot 
as yet say certainly, but Semitic names occur in the inscriptions, 
and the Gappadocians seem to have been at least sharers of the 
civilization extending down the Euphrates to Babylonia. 

Of the existence of a Semitic population further eastward in 
Armenia from an early time we have ethnological evidence in 
the modern Armenians. The Armenian language belongs to the 
Indo-European family of languages. The same is not true of the 
Armenian people. It requires no great observation to determine 
from their physical characteristics and appearance that the 
Armenian and the Jew stand very close to one another. Indeed 
it takes considerable discernment to distinguish one from the 
other. It is true that one notices in both peoples many dissimilar 
individuals. Among the Armenians with whom I was thrown 
I noted occasionally persons of distinctly Indo-European type, 
some of whom I might have mistaken for inhabitants of India, 
and others who were Tatar-Mongolian in form and feature ; but 
the typical Armenian was scarcely distinguishable from the 
typical Jew, and both presented the same characteristics which 
are so apparent in the Assyrian sculptures. Indeed those 
sculptures might very well pass for representations either of the 
Jews or of the Armenians of to-day. I have had some curious 
illustrations of this in actual experience. Also I have been 
interested and amused to observe that while Arabs, themselves 
Semites, could detect a Jew as not being an Arab, merely from 
his physical appearance, they could not discriminate between 
Armenian and Jew any more than I was able to do. Not only are 
the Armenians and Jews alike in appearance however ; the like- 
ness between them in mental and moral attributes, and in a 
curious race persistence, has been commented upon by most 
diverse observers. The Armenian country has been overrun and 
invaded from the earliest time of which we have any knowledge 
by peoples of all sorts of races and nationalities, but apparently 
that has happened there which has happened in some other 
regions, that an underlying race, altho conquered and assimilated 
by its conquerors so far as language or even religion and civili- 
zation are concerned, has retained thru all its primitive type, 
and indeed has absorbed into itself its conquerors. The Arme- 
nians, speaking an Indo-European language, but so strikingly 
Hebraic in appearance, are the best evidence which can be given 
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that Armenia was originally a Semitic country, even tho later 
we find the Asianic Urardhian or Alarodian and the Indo- 
European Armenian languages spoken there. The resemblance 
of the Jew to the Assyrian and the Armenian, the one at the 
extreme southwest, the other at the extreme northeast, gives us 
some evidence of the limits of the northern Semites, who are dis- 
tinguished from the southern Semites in type as in language. 3 

Since the Mohammedan invasion the southern Semites have 
pushed northward, and we have the south Semitic type to-day 
predominating thruout Syria, Mesopotamia and Babylonia, up 
to or almost up to the Taurus mountains, thruout the region 
where we also have the Arabic language in use. But the Jew 
and the Armenian still testify to the old type of the Aramaean 
Semites, the one lingering in the old homeland, the other scattered 
pretty much over the world, but persistent in the maintenance of 
the racial national type. 

It seems to me that the evidence at present in hand would 
indicate Asia Minor, including Armenia, or Asia Minor and the 
country south of it from the Taurus mountains to the Euphrates, 
as the homeland of the Semites. From this at some very early 
period moved southward the southern Semites, pushing into 
Africa to combine with a white race of the north, and a dark 
negroid race of the south, to form the Egyptian people, at the 
same time pushing down into Arabia where, in the south espe- 
cially, they developed later kingdoms of high culture and much 
wealth, and across the straits of Bab-el-Mandeb into Ethiopia. 
Semites who kept together and moved downward into Arabia 
were absolutely shut off and sealed up for a long period in the 
Arabian peninsula. This could easily happen, because the desir- 
able lands were southward, where the rich and cultured states 
developed, while the northern lands were relatively barren or 
actual desert, not inviting in the same way settled and perma- 
nent occupation. Even in historic times, it would seem from the 
Arabian inscriptions of the first millennium B. C, the wealth of 

3 It has been suggested that the Hittite sculptures show the same Armen- 
ian Assyrian -Jewish type. I should not be surprised if the Hittites proved 
to be of the same stock, Asia Minor Semites, Aramaeans, dominated by Indo- 
European invaders, just as the Gauls later dominated a considerable part of 
Asia Minor; but from the rude conventionalism of their sculptures I do 
not feel that we can argue with the same security as we can from the 
Assyrian sculptures. 
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those southern regions still tempted the men of the north, so that 
what movement there was continued to be southward, the north 
being incapable of supporting a large population. Moreover two 
great powers early developed to the northeast and the northwest, 
setting a barrier against northern migration, on the east the 
Sumerian, and apparently kindred Eiamite, kingdoms, in 
southern Babylonia and the adjacent plain, extending their con- 
quering expeditions far to the west and north, and on the west 
Egypt, occupying or dominating also the Sinaitic peninsula east- 
ward. These two, with the desert region in between, eventually 
bottled up the southern Semites in Arabia, leaving them to 
develop among themselves, according to the nature of the land 
occupied, two fairly different types of language and civilization, 
the northern and the southern Arabian. 

This occupation of Arabia and isolation of the southern 
Semites must have taken place very early, for before the close 
of the fourth millennium the Egyptian people had been formed 
by the amalgamation above referred to, and by the beginning of 
the third millennium a strong Egypt had come into existence, 
exploiting Sinai, taking an exclusive attitude toward foreigners, 
and regarding with contempt the few and mean uncivilized 
peoples on their eastern border. The Sumerian peoples in Baby- 
lonia had come to maturity about the same time. 

As already pointed out, in the beginning of the third millen- 
nium B. C. we find Semites pressing down from the north and 
northwest upon the Sumerians, and pushing southward still more 
rapidly and effectively beyond the Syrian desert to the west. By 
about 2500 B. C. these latter had occupied Palestine and reached 
the Egyptian border. Nor did they stop here. Apparently for 
a time they overran and overwhelmed Egypt itself. At least 
at this time comes a gap in Egyptian history, representing seem- 
ingly the overthrow of the Egyptian power by some foreign 
invasion. In the immediately following centuries the Semites 
also finally overthrew the Sumerian power of southern Babylonia, 
and absorbed or amalgamated with the Sumerian culture of that 
region. By the end of the third millennium a Semitic empire 
or rather a congeries of Semitic states and nations stretched from 
the Mediterranean eastward to the Persian mountains, and from 
the Taurus mountains and beyond southward to the borders of 
Egypt and the Persian Gulf. 
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About or shortly after 2000 B. C. new folk movements begin 
to make themselves felt first in Asia Minor. Indo-European 
peoples, on the move eastward apparently, invade Asia Minor. 
On the extreme west they attack and ultimately overturn the old 
Aegean civilization in the Troad. Farther east they appear as 
Hittites, with their capital at Boghaz Keui, occupying Cappado- 
cia and pressing downward into Syria, some even reaching the 
extreme southern limits of Palestine. Further east, as the 
Mitanni, they pour out of the mountains and establish a kingdom 
in Mesopotamia ; while still further eastward perhaps as Cassites, 
but much more mixed with foreign elements, they conquer Baby- 
lonia and establish a dynasty there. All these three last named, 
Hittites, Mitanni, and Cassites, are apparently Indo-European, 
at least as to their dynasties and the governing class, but not 
necessarily in the bulk of their population. They are Indo- 
European very much in the sense that the various Norse settle- 
ments in France, Sicily, and ultimately in England were Norse. 
What they actually accomplished is curiously like what those 
20,000 Gauls accomplished who invaded Asia Minor in the 3d 
century B. C. and left on the whole country an impression which 
lasted the better part of a millennium. It would appear from 
what little we know of early Indo-European history that these 
invading and conquering Indo-Europeans of the early centuries 
of the second pre-Christian millennium in Asia Minor were parts 
of the great folk movement which ultimately overran Persia and 
northern India, and then much later flooded backward from the 
East into hither Asia as Persians and Armenians. The inva- 
sions of the second millennium came from the north and west. 
These invaders were branches or divisions of a great mass on the 
move, which pushed southward into and ultimately thru Asia 
Minor at various points. In doing this they naturally dislodged 
other peoples inhabiting Asia Minor, among them the Ara- 
maeans, driving them before them and carrying them with them 
into Syria and Mesopotamia, sometimes as settlers, sometimes 
as nomads or semi-nomads. This movement of Aramaeans south- 
ward, due to pressure from the north, commencing with the 
Indo-European invasion of the first half of the second millen- 
nium, continued, as we have seen from Ashur-nazir-pal's annals, 
for over a millennium. With the Indo-European invaders of the 
17 JAOS 39 
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first half of the second millennium seems to have come the horse 
as a part of their fighting equipment, giving them an advantage 
over more highly civilized peoples whom they found in their way, 
as the use of iron gave to the Indo-European invaders of some 
centuries later an advantage over the invaded states of the 
Aegean, Egyptian, Syrian, and Babylonian civilizations of that 
period. The Hittites in small bands pushed thru Asia Minor, 
across the Taurus into Syria, and, as we learn from the Biblical 
records, into the extreme southern part of Palestine. By these 
Indo-European invasions numerous Semitic states and nations 
were dislocated and pushed southward, as already pointed out, to 
dislocate other states in their turn, until finally all the Semitic 
nationalities, with the exception of Assyria and Babylonia, were 
overrun and conquered and their populations amalgamated or 
forced to flee southward. Even Assyria and Babylonia were for 
a time submerged, and an Indo-European dynasty was estab- 
lished in the latter, if in fact the Cassite conquerors were Indo- 
Europeans. Mesopotamia, as noted, came under the sway of 
invaders who were in their governing classes at least Indo- 
European, and Hittite states, Indo-European in the same sense, 
were established in northern Syria. Large Semitic populations 
driven southward in this way migrated to the borders of Egypt. 
Conquered by the Indo-European invaders they had adopted 
from their conquerors certain of their tools, and among other 
things apparently the horse. Horses and chariots gave them the 
superiority over the Egyptians, which enabled them, in the form 
of the Hyksos, not only to invade but to conquer Egypt. 
Assyria, Babylonia, and Egypt, being already highly organized 
states, retained their identity thru these invasions and conquests, 
and in time amalgamated or expelled the invaders. Egypt 
became by the necessities of its great struggle for deliverance 
for a time a military and conquering nation, and, having expelled 
the Hyksos, itself invaded Asia, pushing northward to meet the 
Hittite empire in northern Syria, and the Mitanni in Mesopo- 
tamia. There ensued a couple of centuries of great brilliance, 
and then after this relatively brief period of great empires of 
high culture occupying a broad belt, approximately following 
indefinitely east and west the northern and southern lines of the 
Mediterranean nations, there commences in the 14th pre-Chris- 
tian century a period of general disturbance, resulting from new 
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folk movements from the north, partly Indo-European, partly 
Asianie, which affect the whole Mediterranean and Aegean area, 
with Asia Minor and parts southward. When after those dark 
ages the curtain again lifts, toward the close of the second millen- 
nium, Egypt has been driven back within its own borders, the 
civilized Aegean states have vanished, giving way to semi-civi- 
lized Indo-European peoples, fragments of the former lingering 
on, in the shape of the Philistines on the south Palestinian coast 
and perhaps the Etruscans in Italy. The empire of the Hittites 
in Asia Minor has disappeared, and the greater part of Asia 
Minor and Armenia is occupied by various nations speaking 
Asianie languages, who are crowding the remaining Aramaeans 
southward; Assyria and Babylonia are thoroly Semitic states, 
the former dominant. Mesopotamia is Aramaean, and so is all 
Syria to and below Damascus, with the exception of some Hittite 
fragments, notably the kingdom of Carchemish in northern Syria. 
Northward and eastward of Assyria, however, being pressed 
southward by pressure from above, are still numerous Aramaean 
peoples and tribes. Along the Syrian coast and in Palestine are 
a number of states and cities using the Canaanite-Phoenician 
tongue, the Hebrews and their kindred peoples to the east and 
south, however, claiming to be Aramaean by race. In southern 
Arabia and to some extent along the west coast are rich and 
highly civilized Arabic kingdoms. 

From this time on until the Persian conquest Hither Asia south 
of Asia Minor is Semitic. Asia Minor, linguistically at least, is 
in general non-Semitic. Arabia is still fairly well shut off from 
the Semitic populations to the north, altho South Arabia is 
commercially in communication with them. In the seventh cen- 
tury we find the Assyrians conducting campaigns against Arabic 
kings or chiefs in northern Arabia, suggesting that possibly that 
movement from Arabia northward was beginning which first 
makes itself clearly discernible, however, in the Nabataean 
migration of a century or two later. During all this period, and 
until the Nabataean movement developed, the Aramaeans were 
pushing southward on both east and west, permeating Assyria 
and Babylonia, and occupying parts of northern Arabia, and, 
as already pointed out, Aramaic culture and the Aramaean 
tongue continued to advance and spread for almost a thousand 
years more, until, just before the Arabian conquest in the 7th 



260 John P. Peters 

century A. D., Aramaean was the lingua franca of all hither 
Asia. 

The evidence now availahle, linguistically, archaeologically, 
£nd from historical records, seems to show that the home of the 
Semites was not to the south in Arabia, but to the north in Asia 
Minor and regions eastward of that. From the very earliest 
times we find the Semites pressing southward. Their earliest 
homeland as a civilized people of record is just southward of the 
Taurus, from northern Babylonia westward into Syria. The 
indications are that at that period they had already begun to 
move southward, and their original home was probably still 
farther to the north and east. Armenia would appear to have 
been a part of that original homeland. 



